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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effect under this subsection of a 
national application published under section 122 (b) only if the 
international application designating the United States was published under 
Article 21(2) (a) of such treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that 
a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United States for the purposes of 
this subsection based on the filing of an international application filed 
under the treaty defined in section 351(a). 



2. Claims 1, 2, 5-8 and 10 are rejected under 3 5 U.S.C § 
102(e) as being unpatentable by Miner et al , U.S. Patent No. 
6,021,181 (hereinafter Miner). 

Regarding claim 1, Miner discloses a method of screening a 
caller prior to establishing a telephone connection between the 
caller (Bill) and a callee (Wildfire) , the method comprising 
receiving a telephone call from the caller (Bill) , prompting the 
caller to speak the name of the callee (Wildfire) , receiving the 
name of the callee (Wildfire) when spoken by the caller (Bill) 



and identifying the caller (Bill) by analyzing the voice of the 
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caller received when the caller (Bill) speaks the name of the 
callee (Wildfire) (col. 11, lines 35-65 and Figure 4A) . 



Regarding 


claim 


2, 


see 


col . 


11, 


lines 


35 


-65 


and 


Figure 


4A 


Regarding 


claim 


5, 


see 


col . 


11, 


lines 


35 


-65 


and 


Figure 


4A 


Regarding 


claim 


6, 


see 


col . 


11, 


lines 


35 


-65 


and 


Figure 


4A 


Regarding 


claim 


7 , 


see 


col . 


11, 


lines 


35 


-65 


and 


Figure 


4A 


Regarding 


claim 


8, 


see 


col . 


11, 


lines 


35 


-65 


and 


Figure 


4A 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3, 4 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Miner. 

Regarding claim 3, Miner does not disclose routing the 
telephone call to a message recording system if the caller 
(Bill) is unauthorized to be directly connected to the callee 
(Wilf f ire) . "Official Notice" is taken that routing a telephone 
call to a message recording system if the caller is unauthorized 
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to be directly connected to the callee is both well known and 
old in the art. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Miner with routing the telephone call to a message 
recording system if the caller is unauthorized to be directly 
connected to the callee. This modification would allow for 
unauthorized users to hear an access denied prompt. 

Regarding claim 4, Miner does not disclose disconnecting 
the telephone call if the caller is unauthorized to be directly 
connected to the callee. "Official Notice" is taken that 
disconnecting a telephone call if the caller is unauthorized to 
be directly connected to the callee is both well known and old 
in the art. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Miner with disconnecting the telephone call if the caller 
is unauthorized to be directly connected to the callee. This 
modification prevents the phone lines from being occupied with 
unauthorized callers. 

Claim 10 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 3. 
5. Claims 1-8, 10 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Peterson et al , U.S. Patent No. 
6,385,303 (hereinafter Peterson) in view of Miner. 
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Regarding claim 1, Peterson discloses a method of screening 
a caller prior to establishing a telephone connection between 
the caller and a callee, the method comprising receiving a 
telephone call from the caller, prompting the caller to speak 
the name of the callee and receiving the name of the callee when 
spoken by the caller (see columns 8, 10 and 13). 

Peterson does not teach the limitation of "identifying the 
caller by analyzing the voice of the caller received when the 
caller speaks the name of the callee" . However, Miner teaches 
the claimed limitation (see Figure 4A) . Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Peterson with identifying the 
caller by analyzing the voice of the caller received when the 
caller speaks the name of the callee as taught by Miner. This 
modification allows for a caller to be identified using 
information identifying a callee as suggested by Peterson (see 
column 13) . 

Regarding claim 2, see Peterson, col. 8, lines 24-30. 
Regarding claim 3, see Peterson, col. 7, lines 15-30. 
Regarding claim 4, see Peterson, col. 7, lines 41-45. 
Regarding claim 5, see Peterson, col. 10, lines 12-13. 
Regarding claim 6, see Peterson, col. 14, lines 13-20. 
Regarding claim 7, see Peterson, col. 7, lines 60-66. 
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Regarding claim 8, see Peterson, col. 13, lines 30-37. 

Regarding claim 10, see Peterson col. 10, lines 15-20. 

Regarding claim 27, see Peterson column 10. 
6. Claims 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Peterson combined with Miner in further view 
of O'Brien, U.S. Patent No. 5479489 (hereinafter O'Brien). 

Regarding claim 13, Peterson combined with Miner as applied 
in claim 1 does not teach a method of creating a database 
containing a plurality of digital text files, wherein each of 
the plurality of digital text files contain identification 
information for a different one of a plurality of callees. 
However O'Brien discloses a method of creating a database 
containing a plurality of digital text files, wherein each of 
the plurality of digital text files contain identification 
information for a different one of a plurality of callees (col. 
1, lines 62-65 and col. 2, lines 1-5). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Peterson combined with Miner with a 
method of creating a database containing a plurality of digital 
text files, wherein each of the plurality of digital text files 
contains identification information for a different one of a 
plurality of callees as taught by O'Brien. This modification 



• 
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allows a caller to save database storage space by saving callee 
information as text files as opposed to voice files. 

Regarding claims 14 and 15, see O'Brien, col. 2, lines 43- 
47 and lines 54-55. 

Regarding claim 16, O'Brien discloses a method wherein 
identifying the caller includes: 

converting the name of the callee as spoken into a test 
digital text file (col. 3, lines 10-14); and individually 
comparing the test digital text file with the each of the 
plurality of digital text files in the database to identify the 
callee (col. 3, lines 41-43). 

7. Claims 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Miner in view of O'Brien. 

Regarding claim 13, Miner as applied in claim 1 does not 
teach a method of creating a database containing a plurality of 
digital text files, wherein each of the plurality of digital 
text files contain identification information for a different 
one of a plurality of callees. However O'Brien discloses a 
method of creating a database containing a plurality of digital 
text files, wherein each of the plurality of digital text files 
contain identification information for a different one of a 
plurality of callees (col. 1, lines 62-65 and col. 2, lines 1- 
5) . Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Miner with a method of creating a database containing a 
plurality of digital text files, wherein each of the plurality 
of digital text files contains identification information for a 
different one of a plurality of callees as taught by O'Brien. 
This modification allows a caller to save database storage space 
by saving callee information as text files as opposed to voice 
files . 

Regarding claims 14 and 15, see O'Brien, col. 2, lines 43- 
47 and lines 54-55. 

Regarding claim 16, O'Brien discloses a method wherein 
identifying the caller includes: 

converting the name of the callee as spoken into a test 
digital text file (col. 3, lines 10-14); and individually 
comparing the test digital text file with the each of the 
plurality of digital text files in the database to identify the 
callee (col.' 3, lines 41-43). 



8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8, 10, 13-16 
and 2 7 have been considered by are deemed to be moot in view of 
the new grounds of rejection. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Olisa 



Response to Arguments 
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Anwah whose telephone number is 703-305-4814. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8.30 AM to 6 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Fan Tsang can be 
reached on 703-305-4895. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
are 703-872-9314 for regular communications and 703-872-9314 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 



OA- 



Olisa Anwah 
Patent Examiner 
February 7, 2 003 
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